Peter Skutcb.es* letters to me of June and “uly 1992 reflect my perplexity over Gallen's 
delaying, lying about bis publication of and then re-editing ffiSTISR AGAIN! His one ex- 
planation to me is an obvious iy lie, that it was not publishable. After editing! 

Skutches seems to be his right-hand man in the publishing part of his business. He 
xs also counsel to publishers and to Publish ers' West, which distributes for quite a 
few smaller publishers. The figures he once gave me for their annual distribution of 
books, by njimber and by the percentage of all hooks sold in the country was impressive. 

His behavior with both u ase Open and this book is inconsistent with the man I thought 
I knew so well and admired. Mth W Open, after seeing only the earliest chapters, he 
wanted to rush with it and said they would retype it in New York. I had arranged the re- 
typing here but that was delayed so I agreed. Be did not have it retyped and when I finally 
got two of the three copies of their retyping it was not quite completely retyped. They 
were to have given me three copies, no problem with the computer to make them. All they 
used was those earlier chapters and one or may two of parts of both that followed. As 
published it was a very small book. The last retyped page is almost 800! He was going to 
delay thax publication until 9/94 when he had promised it, with Herman u raf agreeing, for 
2/94 publication. I argued and Publishers West agreed with me. Gallen then did not have 
the corrections I made on the typescript made on the proofs and again did not when I marked 
them on the proofs. They made up two different subtitled, omitted any table of contents, 
had no conclusions or index, and when I sent within deadline new conclusions cut them and 
then had a dozen blank pages in the book! Hone of this is easy to understand. 

There is a possibility he denied in what may have been our last phone conversation. 

He is Carroll & Graf's counsel. They are officed separately but on the same floor. He did 
know that Livingstone’s atrocious and libellous Hilling the Truth was coming with a big 
investment from C & G and he Knew what Mvingstone said i4 it of me. He recused himself on 
the libel reading, said nothing about what it said about me, apparently, to C & G, and 
gpt this thanks frpm Livingstone in High T rea son 2 j "R ichard Gallon, who as an attorney 
for Carroll & Graf, has also extended good advice and help.** Along with this, separately; 
Kevin Brennan for Ms brilliant 1 egal work and enjoyable company in various Irish tav- 


erns on St. Patty's day in New York at the old port." (Probably the libel lawyer.) If HBVEH 
AGAIN! had appeased before Killing the Truth its credibility would not have existed to those 
who aree ignorant of the subject. 

From the evidence I have, .after/ the stalling, HiJVER AGAIN! could have appeared at 
tne time Killing the Truth did, It had been retyped and edited by then. This can explain 
why it did not appear then. But why the sudden rush with it early this year? From the en- 


couraging sale of Case Open? From the delay with Newman's Oswald and the CIA? Why W » Cij 
bad re-editing? The atrocious copy editing? Lina-er-i r? mv-wec 

explanatxon consistent with an iSent tflell, fortes U possible^ 13 “ " 



